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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

FRIDAY, JUNE 29, 2012 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S203691 C061227 Third Appellate District DIAGEO-GUINNESS USA,  

   INC. v. STATE BOARD OF  

   EQUALIZATION 

 Time for ordering review extended on the court’s own motion 

 The time for granting review on the court’s own motion is hereby extended to August 28, 2012.  

(Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.512(c).) 

 

 

 S107900   PEOPLE v. WRIGHT, JR.,  

   (WILLIAM LEE) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Alison Bernstein’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by February 2013, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 4, 2012.  After 

that date, only three further extensions totaling about 160 additional days will be granted. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S132256   PEOPLE v. HELZER (GLEN  

   TAYLOR) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 27, 2012. 

 

 

 S133510   PEOPLE v. MICKEL  

   (ANDREW HAMPTON) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Robert C. Nash’s representation 

that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by August 22, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to August 22, 2012.  After that date, no 

further extension is contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 
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 S137730   PEOPLE v. POWELL (TROY  

   LINCOLN) 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel R. Clayton Seaman, Jr.’s representation that he 

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 3, 2012, counsel’s request for an 

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to September 4, 2012.  After that date, only 

two further extensions totaling about 90 additional days are contemplated. 

 An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the 

anticipated filing date.  (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).) 

 

 

 S146528   PEOPLE v. SNYDER  

   (JANEEN MARIE) &  

   THORNTON (MICHAEL  

   FORREST) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant Michael Thornton and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the 

time to serve and file appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 31, 2012. 

 

 

 S159120   PEOPLE v. DEMOLLE  

   (ALEX) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to August 27, 2012. 

 

 

 S167100   ZAMUDIO JIMENEZ  

   (SAMUEL) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Sara Cohbra’s representation that she anticipates 

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by November 1, 

2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to 

August 27, 2012.  After that date, only two further extensions totaling about 70 additional days 

will be granted. 

 

 

 S174549   HAMILTON (BERNARD LEE)  

   ON HC 

 Order filed 

 Good cause appearing, petitioner’s application to file e exhibits 124 - 126, 136, and 179 in support 

of amended petition for writ of habeas corpus, filed on June 26, 2012, is granted. 
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 S203185   KEFFELER (TIM) v. S.C.  

   (DOUGLAS) 

 Transferred to Court of Appeal, First Appellate District 

 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 

Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 

petition must be denied. 

 

 



 

 

 

  

 


